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The Honorable John S. Cooper 
United States Senate 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Senator Cooper : 



I have just finished reading with interest a 17-page 
Book Review on "Rush to Judgment" by Mark Lane, in the current 
issue of the Yale Law Journal, and for your interest I enclose 
a copy of page 587 in which the author of the Review, Mr. 
Marcus Raskin, co-Director of the Institute for Policy Studies 
of the University of Chicago, suggests that it would not be a 
public disservice if the three of you who disagreed with the 
single-bullet theory would now state publicly why you did so 
disagree. 



I would like to suggest the same matter in a positive 
method and that you would be performing, in my opinion, a 
public service if you did now state publicly why you disagreed 
with the single-bullet theory, if in fact you did. 



There is something else that has always bothered me 
about the Commission Report and the fact that some of the 
testimony and exhibits were not made public. Certainly anything 
that affects national security or involves government secrets 
should not be made public. But it does seem to me that any- 
thing other than this should be made public. 

Is it possible now, since there has been such a hulla- 
baloo raised by reason of all the various writings on the 
Commission, that you might now decide to state publicly why 
you did disagree with the single-bullet theory, presuming that 
you did. 



Sincerely yours, 




JGM: sse 
Enclosure 




Book .Reviews 



tory. 23 One bullet could have hit the street. A fragment from that bullet 
could have hit James T. Tague 24 on the cheek. Tague said that on the 
street "there was a mark quite obviously that was a bullet, and it was 
very fresh.” 25 According to the Commission there was a second bullet 
which seriously wounded both the President and the Governor, and 
then a third bullet which killed the President. 

The President’s Commission report supports the single bullet theory 
and implies that all members were in absolute agreement with it. Yet 
Edward Jay Epstein in his book Inquest shows that there was a split 
of 4-3 on this question among the Commission members. 20 Those who 
supported the single bullet theory were Chief Justice Warren, Allen 
Dulles, John J. McCloy, and Gerald Ford while the southern mem- 
bers of the Commission, Senator Russell, Congressman Boggs, and 
S enator Cooper dissented. (I t would not be a public disservice if 
t hese three Commissioner s would now state publicly why they dis- 
a greed with the single bullet theory.) According to the original pro- 
ponent of that theory, Arlen Specter, one does not have to accept 
the single bullet theory to conclude that there was only one assassin. 
But this can only be true if Oswald fired before the Commission 
assumes that he did, at a brief instant which the Commission itself 
ruled out. "For a fleeting instant, the President came back into view 
in the telescopic lens at frame 186 [of the Zapruder film] as he appeared 
in an opening among the leaves.” 27 If this possibility is ruled out then 
the film leaves us with the conclusion that 1.8 seconds elapsed between 
the first moment that the President could have been hit (about frame 
207) and the final moment at which Connallv was hit. As Esquire 
magazine pointed out, “the bolt action of the murder rifle cannot 
possibly have been fired twice during the time in which both men 
were hit. Either both men were hit by the same bullet or there were 
two assassins.” 25 

According to the Commission, bullet number 399 passed "between 
two large muscles, produced a contusion on the upper part of the 
pleural cavity (without penetrating the cavity), bruised the top portion 
of the right lung and ripped the windpipe (trachea) in its path through 
the President’s neck.” 20 It then changed its direction from upward 



23. President’s Comm’n Rep. 8. 

24. Id. at 116. 

25. Ibid . 

26. Epstein, op. cit. supra note 12, at 149*50. 

27. President’s Comm’n Rep. 101. 

28. Esquire, Dec. 1966, p. 205. 

29. President's Comm’n Rep. SS. 




